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A, DIFRODUCTION

This reoport presents certaln besic summary information on M.C.X.

. i _ec%mité@mts relengsd to parols @up@rvisiom during 1972. The report
) d@aérib@s (1) the nubsy of such raleaeeaa (by releasing ingtitatioa,
',b& %yp@'éf parals), (2) arees p&r@le& o, (3) velesse eondltions, and
."{@) E@havio§al release conditions. Release eoﬂditioﬁs and behavioral
ir@l@&ae eondi%i@ns are examinad in considersble detail. . |
._ Tﬁﬁ com;aﬁiaa r@p@?@& will also describe H.C 1. ccﬁmit&emts rul&&sad
ta p&r@le superviaion during 1972. The first foecus is on ?&r@lemrelev&nt
periods_of time ~- a.g. tlme to aerve cn-parole bafore dischafge, tims in_ :”
“:i&stitution.over reéérva-d&teg time incarcerated before relesse. The
. second d@scfibes charagtg?istics Imown upon sdmiszsion to prison — eaga.: -
| éffenaeg.aentenee& ége, race, marital status, prior eogmitmenﬁé,
| Thie 1s the firet major Parole report of the Parale-Correction

Iﬁfﬁr&aﬁiﬂn System Project, which with:L'E.A.Adffwnds has for the last

S year b@en working on the development of a c@mputarized managem@nt infore -~

"5 m&tien gystem for the D@p&rtment of Ccrreeti@n end Ferole B@ard, Ita

:izpurpose is to produee reports such as the present onme end to rapidly Pesgand ‘

"-j tc the inform&tien requeata of poliey makers, program pl&nners and other

'staff; The development of the information system has involved the eoll-_ '

fﬁ;eetion ef data comeerning residents/parolecs at the points of adﬁisaion

'_ to priscn and to- par@le, the design of a computer system to use- this data

; g_to prodaea computerized files of data on current inmates and. paroleea, and =.  S

"the writing of programs. to analyze this data. A% present-wa have & d&ta

“'.*::b@ae eanaiating of forty vafiables describing H.C,I. inmates incareer&ted

r&t the heginning of ?973g and fifty—fiva variablas d@&eribimg'%ec Ie

"_cnm&itm&mts releaaed %o parole during 1973. This information system is

- deaigned to be tied into data on revocations (maintained by Lois Greenfield)

G




g and data on recidiviem (UPR date) snd will expsnd in seope during 1973

p _ag directed by ag@mc;& peeds. Any guesiicns _'shmlﬁ_m Qirscted Lo Mm\m_ '

Hyler, the Parcle remém‘t&ﬁve en the project staff, -

. B. KIDBERS OF STATE PAROLT RELEASEES, TYPE OF PARCLE TELEASE
TRSTLTUTION RELSASED TA0H S T

_ During calendar 1972 a total of 1356 mem apd women were reloased
tb g:aml@ snpewiaie}n from 'Efﬁssac}ma@tta c@meti@ml Tsbituticns, .

: Twam:ywaix of 'E:h@m POYSONS Ware r@lwwd more then oues duwring the yeaw,

S This constitutes on inersase over th@ m‘b@r of gtate pm*@l@@s in @mﬁ@m L

yesrs. Teble I presents tho nusbers of state releascs to parols ovar the - .

o last six years,

L pamIE T

_State Parole Relesses by Year, 1967-1972%
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> "- The mumber of new state cnse openings was fairly stable from 1967 to

1970, at b@tvmen 745 and 775, Emver, '1'9‘?1' sew 825 % inerease (from

759 +o 91}9 ), and 1972 sew & Wher%% increase (fm 91@9 'ba 1}66).-

= #Exeept for 19’7’2, thage figuma wers talmn fr@sa Yhe Anpual Stmiatﬁcs.l

R@pﬁr‘ks of the Cozmmissicmer of Comc’tion, (a@e 'Z‘a.bl& 15, St&'tia‘tics czl - | o

" Hovement of Populatian)
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 f ;ﬁnring-fhe'laat two years therse 5&& been & TTE in@r@asa.im thé.y&arly‘
”_numbér'of new 8tate';&se_ap@mimga (frem TTE to 136€). moﬁ includsd in
.l f$he§@ figures are tha»lérge nzbers of House of Correction parole
Ereleaseese This inereased burdan on parole faeillties was not wocom-
'.pamiad by an ineresse in parole staff. |
_ ' Ths mgjarity of the now state p&rolaes during ?9?2 WeTae rﬁleasﬁd
-frﬁm Concord. Table 2 vregenta the poubers of state p&rolaas rel@as@d

. fram varicus ingtitutions.

P

TNSTITUPTON RELEASED FROM

_ Comcord o = SRR Y (52%8)

 Norfolk 2 (208)

© Walpole 8 (12%)

. Forestry Cemps .  ."~'__95-i_]__ ( 7%)

' . Pramingham 8 (™
Boston Stete and Shirley S -~ (0.48) .
Bridgewater S 6 (0kE)

. Other (includes H.C. | ST
. &nd ocutide of Mass.) 7 (0.5%)
. Unkmowm . ko '

#The percentages. in this t&ble, as in other t&blss b@low, refer to
' percentagea of the “kmowne“, not of the total.- T




:m_#_”J”“_;;_v;;jm_m;mpﬁ”;Q;;;L;;;ng_ji_mkmﬁ;f;;gw

'”lTabie'B présent@ the typ@"ﬁf"parolé-r@laaaéﬂby tha'?@arde %
"=ﬂ_of the state peroles were o the ucmxgnity end 3% were to variovs

' 'form3 of custedy. -

;_. _ L

Proe of F&rol@rﬁéleaaa

o Community . . . 43%1

o Cugtody, : R
' .3' oth@r'state‘3 Authority (4),-.

. Federal Authorities (5)
il UBF Benvence ' (6) _

T MCH Sentenecs (1)

" From aud After st M.C.T. (8)

. From and After at H.C. {6)

| Kesgsechusetts Warrant = (5)

ComomaL, 1366

C. LOCALE ON RELEASE

 _; Perhaps the varisble of most widespread imterest is the address
S @n release of parole clients, This data is useful in planning release

.prégrams, contracting for services for parclees, and plepning caseload

N f:and'diﬁtribt Pe«aaaesém@nts,_ Tablé b d@ﬂefib@a the numbers of at&%@

 for 16 Framingham parolees. Of the 89 Fram

- parole@a released to vari&us ar@ag.* {Parele &istfictl, whieh r@far

* %o parel& offieers, are grouped inte "areaa “)ﬁﬁ

#*  As wes noted in a Project memo (3-22-73), the city of Bozton sccounts
. for the first address on releass of over ons-quarter of state parclees.
This figure does not inelude the 153 who are releassed to residential
centers, most of which are loecated in Boston., Other largs Hassachusettse

clties - Springfield, Horcester, Kew Bsdford, Fall River, Lynn, Lawrepce =- '

| . togethar accouwsd fer an additional 178 7

#2. ‘Date cn th@ firet parol@ officer %o whioh a@sign@& was unavailable
L sham parolees, 73 are
pl&ced in th@ "F@mnle“ c&tagowy and 16 in th@ “ﬁﬁkncwn” e&t@gory.ﬁ E




| f_’?a?ole Districts Rglense

~ Aress (Parole districts) o | T o TOTAL

© Cemtral-Rosbury . oo o T '
(22-31, A, 3R) . o e kBB (398)

. -ﬁbrth of Bbston.(1—9y . :.l.ﬂr;_:3_ ."' fi.72§0‘€2Q%) ;

3 Bridgewater 0ffice (10-14) . i o

._Wbrcasﬁer.Offica {41621}  '1__ : _  ”f.'yf_ i€95.(15%)_
CPemsle 73 69)

Outequs%;ate. L e 85 ( 7%)

2 'The Poston area, i.e. distriehﬁ 22-3? plus Qﬁ@éi&i aerviées, aeccum%ed"

_for 39% of new atate case opyningg in %??e Tha m)ﬂsh@rn saburbs and

"1 feities north of Boston (plus'Ln Bogton & Cﬁﬁrles{own) aeeerted for-

the next highest rumber of state caaz oponings (20%), follcwad by the
:3-the Woreeater 0ffice with 16% and %h@ Bridgewster with 12%. Female

'  parolees and paroldées assign@d %o oum-cf«etwﬁm snpﬁrvisian ﬁogether

' . made. up 13% of state cass op@nings‘ t&ese Yy grﬁaps of course con= :_f
g 7stitute a smaller-proportiom of Heuss @f'ﬁarr@etiﬁn §&rolees.. Finally,
2 sizable proportion of parclece (15ﬂ) ware ra$@aae& to r@aidential
.'programs _ Brooke Houre and ?r@jeet Ovepoons %ﬁﬂaukmr aeceunted for

; 104 of the 199 state residential plaeament& during 1972, Th@ reader

':% Again, as with all tablea in this Weﬁ@rt where somne data is piastioneletle
the percentages refer to pereentagea of the "knmowns," not of the total.




"--shﬁuld r@fer to Appendix A for a more dﬁ%&il@d table of ?@1@&@@ v
V. addresss o b "” | | _ _
Msble 5 praeenﬁa eaa@ op@nings in the Cen%ralwﬂexbufy ETOR in

E greater detall. (Tﬁa p@rc@n%ages are praportians of the totsl gtate

L .parolessg n@t of the Boston p&r@lees )

*  Parols Districts of the Poston gfea Reloased To

gAréasr(ﬁarole distriets) - - _
:'ROXbury-Smuth End (26-30) __-' 5_ifﬂf7 153 Tgﬁg)

_ Dorchester, W, Roxbury, Lo e -
© Jameica Plain (24, 25, 31) - __;_..118 ( 9%) 

i-ﬁeat End, North End, R j'} e B
'S, Bostoa (22, 23) _us ('__zws)

o Sp@eial ‘Services + Overccme

(3 Offieers) ST a69 . (ihE)
| nomsmostwwam ks (o)
'-,One,implieaﬁicn of these-t&blea isfthat'the Sp@eial Sarvieas énd

-Overcoma parcle offieers aver&ged eonsid@rably mere. et&t@ cage ep@nings :

_during 1972 than did othar parole officerao




D, A NOTE ON METHOD: iz USE OF WESTS O STATISTICAL STGNIFICANCE

| éhe next two sectiona of the report present dats cﬁ the “relaasé
: :eoﬁditiana? (home, work, homs and work, residential, cut~of-stats, |
ﬁarr&ht5 and "behsviopral rél@ase conditionﬁ“ falcahol, Arugs, conn- -
:,_saling, loc&tion, reporting, program}planeﬁ on stabe p&rolees by the
  VBoardo The&@ sections aleo examine how relesss conditions or bﬁhav-
1_ iora1 release conaitions vary depending upon esch of three v&ri&bless”

*_hpaﬁale_disﬁriets released to, race, and ingtitution released from.

"Th@'aeeom@anying text discusees only the “statistically aignific&nt"

relatiorships between each of these three variables and either type

:éf condiﬁionf The effective meaning of using teﬂts'of ghatlistical
: i~s1gnificance is that we discuss only the xesl#® differences,
| . - The relation&hips discuséed ére_those thét_are staﬁistig&lly
|   éignific&nt at or beyond the p,< 05 level. The statistic ehi«a@uars
.w; has been used, with Yates Correction applied as &PPfOPfi&t%- In order
”fzto simplify the text, the size of esch chl-zguares and the preeiae level
. -:of statistzeal signifieance have-not been ineludede The rsader inter-
.1'  f;.ested in the relative importsnce of the ‘various statistically aignificant . ..
-.”:.f: findings is advised to 1ook at the relative sizes ef the p@rcent&ge : |

'“~idifferen¢ea,

7 # We thus view Bosrd deciaions (on which we have data) regarding 1972
..~ state parolees as a sample of Board decisions on state parclees in '
. gemeral., It is alos possible to view these Board decisions as (vir-
tually) a 1008 sample of 1972 Board decisicns on state parolees, in
o vhich case .differences are real.  Undsr this alternative view,
.. chi~square (zotually ¢2, which equals X2/M) 4a here being uged to sort
'7out the majar differeneaa from the minor onesg, _ o




"'E, RELEASE CONDITTONS

' Data was colleetad on the tyﬁe of P&role Board vote, Qrigin&l
vote wag eoded ‘wherever p@saibip, Rel&a:e fﬁserve_conuitions werei
‘grouped as followss work only, home only, bo%h'ho¢e and_w§rk§-to. .
reaidential pl&ceﬁent,"to-out of'staﬁe_ﬁrégram? to waffant, tQ"
_Speéial servieesb .Dafa is presented only for the aecond half of the
fear. Thls is b@c&uee data colleetion bagan on May 2% of 1972 and _.H
“data on relesse reserve conditions usually could not be collee%ﬂd :
' _retroactive1y, | | | .

'-"_1;ble 6 presents the frequency of varicus release conditions

T for state'pérolees during_ﬁhe.last half of 1972,

TABLEG

" Release Conditions, Last Half of 1972..'l

.:. iééndifion(s). __ 1_   :ﬁ -N _  . .. J§; --:

: 1 W_Qrk 1.0.:3 - "_('1_355')' : B
" .:__ﬁome S L ( S
Home and Worle ¥ 138 e
' Residential TR '(1:3%) :
1 o decierte
et 38 (59

. Specisl Service 0 - - ( OF) -

Unknown o 1 =




";ﬁé sae h@re that th@ Bﬁ&?ﬁ raq&ir@d aume Felenze cusadeton in

__ :ﬁ9%“i”_ R — :

of the cases and r@quir@d a cgumplets p“ﬁg?ﬁd (E@L Dring

'.‘ resid@mtial} in 308 of th@ @&&%%a_'

:Im ord@r,tﬁ &se@rt&im it feleﬁfe ‘aondition ﬁ.%ﬁfﬁ ﬁelgﬁﬁé]ﬁ@'
area f@leas@d ta9 Table 7T coxpares %ﬁ@ walmm“a bcnﬁi?i*ﬂa of shat
'paroleeﬂ releaped to vardiocus parol@ diétricﬁﬁﬁ- The y@gggfﬁi@nﬁ of
'st&te parolees glven various releass cawﬁit COE wer virtmalzy'
Videntie&l for males pa?oleé to the. ?@aa&@?@ districts fiﬁmﬁﬁ}gﬁ
 Bridg@wataP office (10-14) snd Worcssbsr ofiice (;mmrgﬁg The t&hle

_below th@ﬂafore cozbines theae thr&@ gﬁ@ﬁggﬁ i @?ﬁ¢$ o Taeilitats

' compariaana with m&las parole& 40 th@ C@ﬂ#wmlmﬁﬁhs, 7 digteieta,.




SR _3. 1.°10fj 'l_ e
: L .._1._7-':..'-‘1“4131.,'.&"32 3 .

e Conditions Bv Parole Districts Released To, Last Half of 1972

5_. (statistiéally significant differences indicated by *) .

_ Central- Other

_ Roxbury Male A R

: {2231, 14, (1-9, 10-14, Female © 0 Out=of= o
- Cenditions - _34) 16=213 (female P.O.'s) State. ~ Unknown TOTAL
'_Nsine LR (27%) 162 ) " 17 (W7#) 15 (35%) _' %65 (97%) 338 (43%)
Csome w7 (739) 18k (53) 19 (s3%) 28 (65) %2 (30) 450 (578)
 Vork 32 (1) 70 (208) *o (&) o (07)-.._ 0 (of) 102 (13%)
CHome 15 (59 23 (6) we (28) o (o) 0 (0B M (&)
CHome & Work 70 (24%) 66 (19%) %2 (68) o (of) o (of) 18 (7R
CResidemtial ® 83 (26%) 9 (36 8 (37 1 (2 o0 (o) 11 (13)
Cother 17 (s 15 (5B 1 () e @R 2 ) 63 (&)
Wm0 - 1 - o - o - o - -

= There are two majbr groups of differences in the release.conditlons-
'f{of state parolees released to different Gi?trlctSw First female parolees_
‘ .more often have a home condltlon but less often have a. work conditlon, or
':a home and work conditlone Second when we compare male parolees released-'.
'5:to the Centraléﬁoxbury districts with those released to other- areas of |
” ' §' _Massachus§tts, we flnd‘that-paroleGS-to the Boston area recelved a work
' ;ondition 1ess.often and a reéidential ceﬁtef'coﬁd’tion much more'often;
 _The greater availibility of residential proorams in the Boston area may
-explain why residential condlt{Ons are more common among Boston area parOm -
:'-3lees. This 1nf1uence may operate both through Board decisions to give |
vr851dentia1 conditions to Boston men, and through the declsions of men

i with residential conditions to move to Bostono




(St&tlSilcall} significant d1¢ferences 1ndicated hy #)

R C o White o Non=White :
--Zcend:ltmn(s) NIRRT .'I“L ﬁ R N T Unknosn R

'3: ﬂ Mone - ) 88 (38%) ': 30 fi,ﬁffff”*

e (54%) G R

e g Bam g

Home ' | '21!..; ( 5%). N 10 ( 4%) . 19

one end Vork 7o (umy BN T

Residential o _":.__','20___( o 3@ g

o OmbofState g gy 33 (1) o100
Vement o2 (s Coun (s 5

Unknownj'ﬁﬂ  .:”:”,: SR ¢ IR  ” L - “_:  0

 Table - 9 compares the release conditlons given to M. C, Ie pardlees.'

75released from varlous 1nstitut10nse Framlngham parolees more often re=

7.;5ceived a8 home condltlon but less often recelved a work conditlon, or-a

 -home and work condltion. Forestry parolees less often rPcelved a resi— | ;.;_ SR

"~ dential center conditlon, but correspondlngly recelved a home ang work
k-condition more-often, Norfolk pafolees more often received an out—ofwstate_ :
. 'condition° there were no significant dlfferences in the release condltlons

:iﬁgiven to Wélpole paroleeso Parolees from Concord and Pre-Release ‘more often




TiBLE

Relsase Conditions By Releasine Tnstitubion Last Half of 1972
' (statistically significant differences wsawnmﬁma.ww ¥y
......_.”oos.m.‘.@wosmmw. - Eorestry ) .%wama : .. H,.MoH.wo.uw _ .U.mwwo%ow%mwumm ____ﬁmwmamb_ msws_ ___OSSK.
TR SN ST S S S S-SR SR S E N T S S
None L  meW 20 _Awqﬁv_h___wm _ApmﬁV -¢_.__mp__ﬁkq&u o Hmm_.ﬁpmav.w.  uo,.hmmﬁV ___ I
s s (63%) 13 (558) 3 (60R) 255 (sH) 2 () 3
3 PIEE () 8 &%) _ m;HmH.~ﬁHuﬁu _ﬂ_m.m0  Awmﬁv_w;m_wo .A oav_ 0
(7)) 3 (uD s (3D B (&) x9 ()

Cow ad ek W7 () 9 (af) w8 7 Qw1 ()

Work

Lo

R
R

o Home
3 :

 w &av____.wm Apfau._mup 23 Apmﬁu__p.__mp. ﬂwumvm___   9 _ﬁﬂmﬁu 
ﬁ %) L 17 L m A 6%) Hrﬁ 3%) 0 Ao@

(B s (s e (B 18 (D 2 (@)

© Residential
! o tane

Warrant

b o o

oo om0

- cb..wﬂuam. _

E' o #*
o e

—
CTOMI s s wh s




received a work condition, This g?eatvr bﬂkﬂa 5 on wsrk for Concord men
is consmstent with prev1ouﬁly pub? hed vesearch showing the poorer qob
'.stability of Concord men and the paorer qualiiy of the jobs they helde® <

BEEAVICRATL BELEASE CONDT TTGNS

Behav1oral release conditions were VC\P& tw ;ﬂa %Oufd at *h@ hearlng and B
'i'provide a flag %o the parole cfficer as . to uhe_maxu?e of supgrvmsxon neededs |
. Thus, while "supervision fof 1iquc§" ddes not neceésarily-mean_that é
:paroiee must be-writteﬁ up for one drinky it daés ?eint-oui_that algohoi:..
-_.abuse is a potential probieme_ - o o | | _ |
- The-iypéq.df‘behavﬁoral'relea%e c#ﬁdih*cﬁs:ﬂve ﬁv-no méaﬁs-étandardm  ;.
-'ized= over L0 specific types of conditions have becn cedeae Indeed the |
_wide diversity in the behavioral conditicns eSELgnru apnears to be a probw
"_-1em in the Parole records Systemo Thiq svetem is curvently belng studmdﬁ
'fxn order to clarify the ccndltlonq for thv client and the officere Hoﬁévér, 
-behav1oral release conditions can be nguUtd into the fullowzng 51x - |
"-cateoorie5°' ' "f1: ' T | S |
(1) Alcohol use w; eo;e; éupefvnsicn for 1mquor, superv151on..
:':_for liquor and mandatory AX, manaatory && or muut com=
I_._.A_tinueﬁ..A. B o |
3'; (2)TjDrug use ~— eega, super§¢s10n fov dru 25, must at end drug
' { 'or counseling Urogram and supervzslcn for druus, must
..attend drug clinic (unspec-:fmd\F must contlnue Progect

'1TTurning P01nt, must attend specifled & ﬂg 3Cti°ﬂ prOﬂram°** =

% See "Statistical Tables Deseribing the Charscteristics and Recidivism

. Rates of Men Released During 1966 From Me Cs I Horfolk,; M. Ce I, Walpole,
- Me Co Io Concord and ‘the Nassachusetts Torustry Camns,“ by Edward Fe _
_'Gallahana : e e : PRI

o In many cases of drug supervlslon the name of the exact clinic is unspeci=-
- fied. This may cause problems in the paroiee"s exact awareness of the condln _
:_tlons of hlS or her parolea_ : . '




. 7(3) 'Counsellng o eege, mentdl ﬁeal th treatment DIMg P, Oo
'. H'and subject to develop counSellng program; |
_(L) Location == e.g., subject may not visit a particular
| .:individual (hame spécified), mey not return to Massa-
chusetts without permission of Parole Board, other conw
_ ditidns:felating_to where subject may not go or must _:
.remain‘ RS | S EEa
' :(5)__Report1ng e eega,.must report to Parole Department ¢
‘.Board or P. 0O, upon releabe, to report to employment
rofflcer;' o SHIN Nt
S (6) P?ogram — eoge, .vefer 1o spéciéiﬁéervicesffor progfam,
. ¢lose supefvision, mandatory prqgram,'report to gome

. specified agency concerning employmente

| Table 10 presents‘the'freéuency of Vafious behavioral release'con~' 
'ditions among, 1972 state paroleeso Note that 10% of the state parolees ”

““fhad an alcohol 00nd1t10n while 15% had a drug condition.¥* More persons _ 

- were paroled with either of these COnditions.(25%) than with all other

.'”donditions combined (19%) This has ma*or implications for parole plan=-

 'ﬁing. To mentioh one 1mpllcation. alcohol .or drug abuse constltutes

'.fforoundq for revocatlon, yet the parole officer may not have sufflclent | RN

" access to relevant alternatives to reincarceration.

o ThlS issue of the extent of drug and alcohol problems amOng parolees
has also been addressed in a study conducted in late 1971 by Dr.: Julia
("Drugs -~ Alcohol = Parolees“) Based on a questionnaire filled ‘out

.. by parole officers as to the extent of drug use snd alcohol abuse among -

. . their caseload, the swrvey found 14% of the total parole population to

"~be linked with heromn use, 17“ with other drugs and 197 with alcohol»




Eehag oral Helease Condﬁmr-s*‘“
| Gogd;tgon | '_ R _
Wome BK3 (st
Csme a0 wd
o Kleohol | 98 | B :_".(10?5}_
Drgs 10 (1)
Comseling o N )
i.océtion_ TR ; '_( 26y
Ropertisg ._ 86 . ( 9%) -
:1‘_.Progl"am _ . 39 ( 1‘%} ..
CUmwowm 393 e
Comomar - w6

v

S The reader should refer to Appendix B for a more detai 1ed ta‘ble list ing
g the i‘requency of .each specific behanoral release condltmng _ -
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Table 11 compar@q tha behav1oral release conditions of state parolees o

rel@abed to various parﬁle d;strictse




TABLE 11

I LTS Wl

MLuLm:_@_ .m.mm@mw..__wn.,”mmrm¢ﬁowww %elease Conditions By wmwmwm Districts mmwmwmm@.eaw

Drugs
Counseling

Tocation

Reporting

Program

wsozm,

TAL

__q_w_m‘_x_:._ﬁmwmwwmwmomww%.wwmmwmwowud differences indicated by ¥}

Qmw.‘.\r : ,w.u.zs
T Hoxbury

Lo e ]

N oﬂ\r J@._:d :
Dwvmnvowm

A ,w:.g wm,w

TN %U_ ._
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: An:gledhol-één&ition.ié leés cﬁmﬁsh.among Céﬁt%alyﬁoxburyVpé?oleés; while

'  a program coﬁditiOn is more common. An alcohol condition is more common
'améng Nbrthern districts parolees, a drug condition is more common émong.

.. Worcester office parolees, and reporﬁlng conditlons are less common among
parolees to both the se arease There are no signiflcant differences in the
 : benav10ral release conditlons recelved by parolees to the Brldgewater |

offlcee Female parolees much more often recelved a counseling condition.

. Outrof—stéte paroleeé much more often recéived a reporting conditione' They _'__ 3f3”_i

' also received a locatlon conditlon more o?ten and a program condltlon less
often. . _ _ _ ._ |

It is noteworthy that the percentage of state parolees receiving elther
i an alcohol or drug condition varied depending upon parole dlstrlctso These.i-_

-percentages were as follows: Worcester office 39% (with elther an alcochol

:_Qr drug condition), Northern districts 33%, Bridgewater office 26%, Centrale ~

¢ Roxbury districts 23%, Female ﬁarole officers 13%¢ '

- Table 12 compares the behavioral release condltlons vecelved by whltes

N and nOnwwhitese :
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TABIEZ "

" Behavioral Release Conditions By Rage

| (_statist_icaij,y significant differences indicated by %) o
Condition = ¥hite  HNondnite  Unkoown
_. --.;*Néne B I C~> BT VI 127 B
e o Geh a0 G B
Cowlehol e () o (@ b
Drags 100 (16f) 36 (@) 1
Cownseling 29 ;'ﬁ._( s 8 ( ) .
Location o () 3 (1)

. Reporting 45 (8B 32 (11%)
'_'I.Drogram | '_ 21 -(3%)" | i7 K¢ 6%). “
.'Unlmovm _2@_; - _1._@5>_ -

: ?erhaps the most important.fin&ing presented in this tabls -is that'thefe

"were not, any significant racial differences in the proportions of parolees

| "_;'feceiving drug conditions. 16% of white parolees and 13ﬁ of ‘non-white

parolees recelved a drug condition. In regard to alcohol superv151on, hOWm o

" ._ever, whites are mich more likely to recelve an alcohol condmtlone_ lb% of

o whites and only 3% of non-whites recelved an alcohol conditions  '

I Table i3 compares the behav1ora1 release conditions received by

"M, C, I, parolees from various 1nstitutions. While this ‘breskdown by re= -

.””1easing instltutlon is of general 1nterest, it may have more ‘pointed use S :

_for Department of Correction authorlties than for Paroleg'




. None

N + Some

.m; u%amm

- =20n

h_.”.ﬂ”.woomﬁwou

. TOTAL.

 Condition

hwoosow

M; Counseling

-  %,_wmwowwwsm_
_wwomwmazm_

mcwxzosw.ﬁ.

R R )]
o2 (3%

s

. Forestry

Camps

. x oz
38 ()

30 (L)

a2t (31)

Y]

o { o)

1 ()
A=
T

27 -

Behavioral Release Conditions By Releasing .

{statistically significant differences indicated by *)

smwmowa_
N 2
* 76 {6654)

39 ()
| _m__w__@ ( &%)
sy

o { o)

TABIE 43

Jorfolk

L%

110 (59%)
78 (%)
2 (ugy
e ()
0w
N x99 ()
o (o)
T mﬁv___‘___ 10 (58)
_@_@q;_ ._m4H o

| MH ~ﬁgwu_

_.___ e

g0

Congcord m

. . Pre-Release

L%

ww%_ wwqommwﬁy_; 
s (i)
(T
w19 (238)

19 (45

19 (10%)

Com(

_... .me..Ir Jﬁ_m

Framingham

N %

33 (62)
20 (38%)
1 (2
RGO
S %9 ()
Co(m)
S %)
3Ry
L® -
e

w oo o oo W

Iz

513 (568)
130 (b)Y
nme@mhﬁﬁy.
150 (15%)
o m

16 ( 28)
8 (9%




Men ?&roled froﬁ W&]poie léésioféeﬁ réceiﬁed:é"drug'cdnditioﬁe.'Men pa$d1ed
" from Norfolk veceived a drug condition less often and & tocation condition
'_mofe often, Men paroled'from Forestry 51mllarxy recelvea a drug condltlon
~ less often and a location condition more oftens %HMJ aJeo r»cvivﬂd an:-aleom-
: hol condition nuch more oftene hen pavoied from Fﬁﬂu@;d or Fre 1ease Yggr
~_ceived alcohol or 1ocatlop conditlons less often but arug canamtlons more |
'oftene Thus, druo conditions were more common among pa olees frem COHCOVd
-and Prewhelease, While location and alcohci conditions vore MOre COmmon
ameng parolees from the other male mnstltuuloﬁsa | s
homen paroled from Framingham received a ﬂGLnSGLJng bahévicral'condim- ”
tion meve ofteno Shifting Irom behav10ra1 release conalmlons back to |
release con&itions-(as presented in Table 9 above), women more often-réw
¢eived a home release condition:but less often received a work condition,
-or a home and work cohditione. As compared to male p rolees, then, the
3;EBdafd placed more emphasis fer-women ohlconditionS'ralating o counsellno

 'jand home, while 1t Dlaced 1ess emphasgis on COndlﬁ ons rblatlng 0 work and f;

"3_ 'drlnklngo

The flndlngs from Table 13 are discussed abeve in tevms of comparlsons

., among the behavioral release conditions of parolees released from various

'M°'C° I° ”'  These flndings could algo be presented in terms of each ‘behave - X

‘1ora1 release COndltlon and its distribution among hg Ca Ia'se
Brua conditlons were more often given %o men pax oled from Concord or
'PreuRelease but 1ess often g1yen to men paroled from Forestry, Norfolk or

Halpole (essentlally, walpole commloments) . 23p of the men-paroled'from

'T'  Concord or Pre-Release had drug condltions, whlle only 5% of the men paroled"

Trom Forestry, Norfolk and Walpole had drug_condltlons@ Fully 79% __]




E (119 of 150) of the- parolees reloased W1th drug condmtlons were paroled from

3'_Concord or-Pre«Release, These figures. are perhaps the first hard data we

have had to back up the idea that drug problems are imch moxre prevalent' -
- among the (younﬂer) Concord parolees than amc I8 the parclees from the ctner

..'Me Ce Ie‘Se Further, these figures on the proporblons of parclees with a

' Hdrug behdv1oral release condltlon are probably a more accurate estlmate

1than previously publﬂshed flgureg of the proportlons of Me Co Io 1nmateS/
| parolees with serious drug problems. Previous figures have not referred to

-the proportions of such persons with drug problems serious enough to

- threaten. major adjustment problems on the streeﬁ, but rather to the'proporw f-_"'

 t1ons incarcerated on drug offenses, or who have prevmously used dzugs, or 3
.-who have previously run into problems with the law, ebce, relatlng to drug%e'
Alcohol conditions were much mors often given to Forestry parol&es,‘

but were less often given tp Concord/?remRelease parolees or to‘Framxngh&m

- parolees,  ﬁdré sérioﬁs'drug problems among Concord mén.appear to be linked *
to. 1ess'seri6us drinking prdbiemsg' Counseling conditidns were more ofteﬁ -
_:given ‘to Framingham. paroleeso This may=reflect that women moreuoften'receive
counseling at the- 1nst1tut10n and thus are more. likely to be required to

'_ continue counsellﬁg on the streeto Locatlon conditions were less llkely to
" be glven to men released from Forestry or Norfolke There'were no étatistim
cally significant differences among relea81ng institutions in the pronor%mons:

- of state parolees given report:ng or location conditionse




APPENDIX &

T Piret Addreans on Release

"“u--fA,-_UNKNOEN _.:  2 ;;.1 . 3_      . , ;. ?2._ 7.1  .” 236 :

B, MASS. CYTTES & TQWS ... 860

- Abington
- Acton
Acushnet
. Amesbury
.. Amherst
- Andover
Arlington
.- Ashburnham
- Athol
- Attleboro
~Avburn
- Avon
« Ayer

- Bedford
.. Belchertown
Bellinghan
- ... Belmont
" Beverly -
- Billerica
- Boston
.- Bourne - -
. Braintree Lo
. Bridgewater
. Brockton
.. Brookline -
e Buedington o

W om e W W R R OV R b R e

0

Cambridge
- Garlisle .
“ Ghelmsford
Chelsea
. Chicopee.

:.2

2
o1
2.
A
a2

5
1
23

“ balton

. Danvers
~ Dartmouth
“Dedham




Demnts'
- Dracut
- Dudley

E&sthampton
 Essex
- Bverett

Fairhaven
- Fall River
- Faimoubth

. Pitchburg

. Framingham
Franklin -

- Gardner

- Grafton
- Great Barrington

© " Hadley

"Hamilton -

.. Hanson

. Harwich
Haverhill
Hingham

f_cHolbrook

. Holden
- Holyoke
Hopkinton-

' Ipswich

Kingston".

.Lawrence

- Ieicester
o Leominster

" Lowell

- Yudlo

~Lynn -

. Lymfield
0 Malden

* Manchester
~ Marlborough
Marshiield
Maynard
Medford
Medway
Hethuen
Middleton
Milford .

7 HMilton

o

1

2
2
2

L3100
.1
5
1
2
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CUUEOTAL L i
Nantucket

" New Bedford -
Hew Salem

- Newburyport
Newton
Hoe Attlieboro
Neo. HReading

- Northampton
Norwood

s

O N0 0B O 23 O

' Osk Bluffs
" Orange

- Pesbody
Pelham
Pembroke
Plymouth

. Plympton
. Provincetown

b

Bob B fob hmb 22 D

Quincy

" Randolph
- Resading o T S > - s
Ravere S TR S AR SEECE A |
Richmond S S - S R
- Rockland

.Salem
Salisbury
Sandwich
Sharon .
Shelbourne
Shrewsbury
Somerset
Somerville
Springfield s
Stoneham :
. Stoughton
Sutton
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| ; : o .- UXbridge. .

‘Hakefield ;
‘Haltham Lo T :j.J.
“Wareham = T I R L AR .
- HWatertown - i
o Wayland




Hebster

 Wellesley

~He Springfield
‘HWestborough
- Westfield
Westford
- Westminster
- Weymouth
Hhately

- Whitman

" Wilbraham

- Williamstown

" Winchester
~ Winthrop
Woburn

~ Worcester
- Wrentham -

-

S
3
.2
1
i
ol
1
'|’+ B
1
3
.
1
1
1.
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 Ce. OTHFR STATES TOTAL

- Connecticut

" New Hampshire

Rhode Island
Vermont

i New Jersey
New York
Pennsylvania

" Tl1linois
Indiana
Michigan
Ohio
Wisconsin

- Florida
- Maryland
North Carolina
South Carolina

" Alabama
- Kentucly

- Tennesses

‘Texas -
Arizona

~ Galifornia

| Outside U, S,
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D, _“' " _Releases to Residential Placements, 1972

Prqgram

Broocke House

Brooke House THP o
~ Boston State Work Crew/CRS

" Peaceful Movement Committee
Worcester Detention Center

Halfway House, Friends of
- Framingham, Dorchester

7' -Wbrcester YMCA

. Fall River Halfway House,

- k66 North Main Street
' Springfield YMCA |
'Z;St.'Jﬁde, Jamaica Plain
Westboro State Hospital
| VA Hospital
*-'Boston YMCA

: YMCA Re-entry and Correetlonal'

. Systemc Program
_'“Cambrldge THCA
. Liberty House

o ﬁ;E,'MEdical_Center, Boaston

Eastern Middlesex Halfway, .  '

Malden
| Anab381s House
Progect Turnabout, Hingham
Thlrd Nail

AECD - Mattapan re91dent
" faecility ‘

‘1_‘H01yoke YMCA
3;Project‘que o _
Spectrum House, Shirley

L momaL,

'-: 50 ;_'

At :8.”

et

PN

e e e

Cw

TN e e s me c . .




- Continued

Coneilio Lrug Program? Bogtmn '

:.Proaeet %urviva QUinuy
Marathon House
Project Concern

Roston State Hosplial' m'
3 Drug Unit -

Fort Devens

 -Pratt Diagnostic Cliniec

- Hope House - Boston

:Veilomari

- Worcester State HOaplnsl'”

fong Island Hospital

- Scldier's Homeg Chelsea

Salvation Army - Boston,-;.

Brockton

Pathway Alcoholic Halfwav
- House,; Gardner :

Our Brother's Place
Projeét Overcome

fmemibus - Fremingham

 FIRST
 Ferna1d.

'Z_:W?éntham

| TOTAL

RO

199
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October 16 1971 :

MEMO
TO: DOC Staff and Relevant Others
FROM: Correction/Parole Information System Staff
RE: Attached Statistical Reports on Persons Paroled from M C.I.'s

‘ during 1972

Over the last few months you have been periodlcally receiving renorts'
describing residents of MCI's - e.g. the characteristics of the eurrent
population and of admissions and releases during 1972

. A good portion of our erfort has also been directed toward developing
a data ‘bage for the Parole Board., The attached three reports are a first
fruit of this effort and deaeribe perscns released on parole from M,C. I. 8
durlng 1972 ,

g Along with the set of three reports - is a four-page summary containing
" most.of the findings in the. reports, We would urge vou to read this brief
-eummarv, then read the reports as appropriate.




Fyroll Bsard
100 Cormbridye Strect, Raston 2202

July 10, 1973

}< 4
jed
=
io

TO: Parole Staff
FROM: Parole~Correction Information System Project

RE: Statistical Report Describing 1972 Parolees from Massachusetts
Correctional Institutions

The following three part report presents descriptive and analytical
data on last year's state case openings t¢ parcle. A short summary is
included to briefly present the major findings.

Parole has for many years published some minimal statistices in the
Annual Stetistical Report issued by the Department of Correction. The
following report constitutes the first detailed description of state
parclees that we have yet had, County parolees have not yet been inscluded
in the data base; they are deseribed in a separate report produced each
year which may be cbtained from Lois Greenfield.

The Information System Project has established a data base for Parole
to answer our own planning needs and to answer questions from the comwunity.
There are forty descriptive factors recorded on every new admission to state
institutions and fifteen additional factors collected on release to parocle,
These fifty-five factors together make up the data base on state parolees.
This data base enabled the production of these general information reports.
It is also designed as a resource to answer your apecific questions about
state parolees as they come up,

The Project's response to Parole needs has been developed through
Dr. Gwen Julia., We are also, however, dependent upon your comments,
suggestions and questions regarding this material, We!d like to thank
the Parole olerical staff for their cooperation; their patience in
supplying our data needs is most appreciated.

. Marian Byler
Parole Project Staff Member




SUMMARY OF THREE-PART STATISTTCAL REPORT DESCRIBING 1972 PAROLEES
FROM MASSACHUSETTS CORRECTIONAL INSTITUTIONS

PART TI: "PAROLE MANAGFMENT DATA™

This report contains basic data on numbers of parolees, which MCI
released from, which parole districts_releaaed t0, release conditicns and
behavioral release conditions., In great detail the report examines the
relation of release conditions and behavioral release conditions to other
variables -— institution released from, parole districta released to, and
race, .

The major findings of this report are summarized below:

1. 1366 persons were paroled during 1972 from M.C.I.'s., This is a
34% increase over the ( ) state olees during 1971. This
1971 figure of 1020 is hrturn a inerease over the 773 state
parolees during 1970, From 1967 €6 1970 the mumber of state
parolees held stable at between 750 and 782.

2. 52% of the state parolees were released from Concord. The
following percentage of state parolees were released from other
MCI's: Norfolk 20%, Walpole 12%, Forestry 7%, Framingham 7%,
other 1%, ‘

3. The following percentages of 1972 state parolees were released
to various parcle districts: Central Roxbury (22-31, 14, 3A) = 30%.
North of Boston (1-9) = 20%. Bridgewater Office (10-14) = 12%,
Worcester Office (16-21) = 16%. Female = 6%. Out-of-state = 7%.
Finally, of all MCI parolees, 15% were released to residential
centers,

4, The following percentageas of 1972 state parolees were released
to various parole distriets within Boston: Roxbury-South End
(26-30) = 122 (of all MCI parolees). Dorchester — W. Roxbury-
Jamaica Plain (24, 25, 31) = 9%, West End -~ N.End ~ S. Boston
(22, 23) = 4%, Special Services and Overcome = 14%,

5. 57% of the state parclees were given reserve conditions. The
following percentages were given particular reserve comnditiona:
Work 13%, home 6%, home and work 17%, residential center 13%, out-
of-state 3%, and warrant 5%.




-2

6. The reserve conditions received by those released to various
parole districts were compared., There were no differences among
the reserve conditions given parolees to Northern Districts
(10~14), Bridgewater Office, and Worcester Office, Femsles more
often had a home condition, but less often had a work condition
or a home and work condition., Parolees tc the Boston area were
given a work condition less often and a residential center
condition more often.

7. There were no differences between the reserve conditions received
by whites and non-whites, except that non-whites more often
received a home and work condition. '

8. When we compare reserve conditions by releasing institutions, there
was more emphasis placed on work for Concord men, on home for women,
and on home and work (but correspondingly less emphasis on resi-
dential center) for Forestry men,

9. L44% of the state parolees were given "behavioral release conditions."
The following percentages were given particular behavicral release
conditions: drugs 15%, alecochol 10%, reporting. 9%, counseling 4%,
program 4%, location 2%.

10. The behavioral release conditiocns received by those released to
variocus parole districts were compared. Alcohol conditiona were
more common in Northern Districte (1-9) and less common for Boston
parolees, Drug conditions were more ccmmon for Worcester Office,
Counseling conditions were more common for female parolees,

11. 'There were no differences between the behavioral release conditions
received by whites and non-whites, except that whites more often
received alcohol conditions,

12, When we compare behavioral release conditions by releasing institu-
tions, the major differences are in alechol and drug conditions.
Drug conditions were more common for Concord men but lesa common
for Walpole, Norfolk and Forestry men. Alcohocl conditions were less
common for Concord men as well as for women, but more common for
Forestry men.

PART II: TIME — RELEASED VARTABLES
This report is directed toward these guestions: How long are paroclees

incarcerated before release? How long do they have to serve on parole until
discharge? How old are they at release? How many of them are held over beyond
their reserve datea?

/ Since this daﬁé}ia basically numerical, it is summsrized in the table

oo

on the fellowing page:




s

_Typical* Length of Time; Age At  Percentage
. Incarcerated, To Serve Releagse Held Over Beyond
Incarcerated, for PV's Being on Release

Parclees From For tat Paroles Reparoled Parole Date

Walpole 36 mos, 6 mos. 4,6 yrs. 1 18%
Norfolk 27 10 5.6 30 1%
Forestry 21 11 5.3 29 %
Concord & Pre-Rel. 10 5 4,0 22 17%
Framingham 9 7 4,1 2l 8%
Other 19 - k.0 24 8%
TOTAL il 7 4.2 35 15

* "Typieal" refers to median

Greater attention is given to the topic of parolees held over beyond

their earliest release date. As presented in the table above, this is broken

N

\
down by releasing institution, with the problem most seriocus a,t - It

is also broken down by the type of reserve condition given. The likelihood
of being held over is not particularly related to the type of reserve con-
dition., However, 6% of the state parolees with unconditional release

dates spent one or more days incarcerated beyond their parole date.

PART ITI: DBACKGROUND CHARACTERISTICS AND CRIMINAL HISTORY

1. Age at Commitment.

Average is 25, 27% were 2C or below. 20% were 30 or above.
2. Race

69% white, 31% black.
%. Education.

6% completed 5 or fewer grades, 32% completed 6-8 grades, 45%
eompleted 9-11 grades, and 17% completed high school or beyond.

4, Occupation

73% unskilled, 19% semi-skilled, 8% skilled,
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Marital Status,
25% married, S58% single, 11% divorced, 5% separated, 1% widowed,
Military Service.
38% have been in the military.
Prior Incarcerations,
21% had prior juvenile incarcerations. 43% had prior House of
Correction incarcerations. 3%F had prior state or federal
incarcerations. 61% had some type of prior incarceration.
Present Offense.
45% committed on person offenses, 8% on sex offenses, 20% on
property offenses, 15% on narcotic offenses, and 3% on other
offenses,
Minimum Sentence.
55% received indefinite sentences, 30% received Walpole sentences
with minimums from 2-;- to 5 years, and 15% received Walpole sen-
tences with minimmms greater that 5 yearas,
Committing Court.
32% from Suffolk Superior. 44% from five other superior courts

(Hampden, Middlesex, Essex, Worcester, Bristol). 14% from
distriect or municipal courts.,




